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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Regarding claim 1 , the phrase "or the like" renders the claim(s) indefinite 
because the claim(s) include(s) elements not actually disclosed (those encompassed by 
"or the like"), thereby rendering the scope of the claim(s) unascertainable. See MPEP 

§ 2173.05(d). 

3. Regarding claim 1 , the phrase "preferably" renders the claim(s) indefinite 
because the claim(s) include(s) elements not actually disclosed (those encompassed by 
"or the like"), thereby rendering the scope of the claim(s) unascertainable. See MPEP 

§ 2173.05(d). 

4. Claims 1, 5, 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

5. Claim 1 recites the limitation "the preferably multi-part bottom" in line 5. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 5 recites the limitation "the reinforcing ribs" in the last two lines of the 
claim. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The phrase 
"with simultaneous formation of the reinforcing ribs" (line 2) should be replaced by --with 
a simultaneous formation of reinforcing ribs--. 

Claim 27 recites the limitation "said calibrating" which has insufficient antecedent 
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basis for this limitation as it is claimed. For the purposes of examination, claim 27 is 
read to be dependent on claim 23. Thus, "the plurality of reinforcing ribs" in the last line 
of the claim has insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The phrase 
"said stamping the" should be replaced with -stamping a--. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-2, 23-24, 30-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sollo (US 6,782,599) in view of Zani (US 4,204,607). 

Claim 1 recites: "A method for producing cookware composed of a base body 
and a bottom attached thereto, in particular a pot, a pan or the like, in which in a first 
step of said method, the base body is formed as one integral piece, preferably by 
means of deep-drawing, and in a second step of said method, the base body is 
connected to the preferably multi-part bottom, which comprises an inlay as well as a 
capsule, which receives said inlay, characterized in that by a following step the bottom 
is calibrated by means of a pressing device having a position control, preferably a 
toggle press in this way, that the bottom is bulged inwards with respect to the lower side 
thereof." 
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Sollo teaches a method of forming a base body of a pot or pan as one integral 
piece (col. 5, In 24-40) and a bottom bulged inwards with respect to the lower side 
(convex bottom portion; col. 5, In 46-47). 

Sollo fails to teach connecting a base body to a multi-part bottom, which 
comprises an inlay as well as a capsule, which receives said inlay. 

Zani teaches a disc-like insert, enclosed by a protective member (col. 1, In 45-47) 
and connecting the multi-part bottom to a base body (col. 2, 1-13). 

In view of Zani's teachings, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to include an inlay as well as a capsule because the 
inlay can help to reinforce the bottom. Furthermore, it would have been obvious to 
connect a multi-layer bottom with a base body via brazing since brazing is a well known 
method used to join metal components. 

Claim 2 recites: "A method according to claim 1 , characterized in that the bottom 
is mechanically reinforced." 

Sollo teaches a mechanically reinforced bottom via a plate member formed in a 
metallic material of relatively high hardness (col. 1, In 15-17). 

Claim 23 recites: "A method for producing a cookware comprising 

forming a base body of the cookware as one integral piece; 

connecting the base body to a multi-part bottom of the cookware, wherein the 
multi-part bottom has an inlay and a capsule that receives the inlay; and 
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calibrating the multi-part bottom by a pressing device having a position control 
such that the bottom is bulged inwards with respect to a lower side of the multi-part 
bottom." 

Sollo teaches a method of forming a base body of a pot or pan as one integral 
piece (col. 5, In 24-40) and a bottom bulged inwards with respect to the lower side 
(convex bottom portion; col. 5, In 46-47). 

Sollo fails to teach connecting a base body to a multi-part bottom, which 
comprises an inlay as well as a capsule, which receives said inlay. 

Zani teaches a disc-like insert, enclosed by a protective member (col. 1, In 45-47) 
and connecting the multi-part bottom to a base body (col. 2, 1-13). 

In view of Zani's teachings, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to include an inlay as well as a capsule because the 
inlay can help to reinforce the bottom. Furthermore, it would have been obvious to 
connect a multi-layer bottom with a base body via brazing since brazing is a well known 
method used to join metal components. 

Claim 24 recites: "The method of claim 23, wherein said calibrating the multi-part 
bottom is executed such that the multi-part bottom is mechanically reinforced." 

Sollo teaches a mechanically reinforced bottom via a plate member formed in a 
metallic material of relatively high hardness (col. 1, In 15-17) and a bottom bulged 
inwards with respect to the lower side (convex bottom portion; col. 5, In 46-47). 
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Claim 30 recites: "The method of claim 23, wherein the cookware is one of a pot 
and a pan." 

Sollo teaches the manufacture of any kind of pot or pan via their process (col. 5, 
In 41-42). 

Claim 31 recites: "The method of claim 23, wherein said forming the base body is 
by deep-drawing." 

Sollo teaches a method of manufacturing a base body via drawing, but does not 
specifically teach deep-drawing. 

Although Sollo fails to teach deep-drawing, the claim would have been obvious 
because the substitution of one known element, in this case deep-drawing, for another, 
drawing of a substantially normal type as presented in Sollo, would have yielded 
predictable results to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 

Claim 32 recites: "The method of claim 23, wherein the pressing device is a 
toggle press." 

Sollo teaches a press (Figure 7; col. 5, In 30-34). 

3. Claims 3-4, 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sollo (US 6,782,599) in view of Zani (US 4,204,607) as applied to claims 1 and 
23 above and further in view of Chatterton et al. (US 6,149,053). 
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Claim 3 recites: "A method according to claim 2, characterized in that reinforcing 
ribs are stamped into the lower side of the bottom." 

The combination of Sollo and Zani fails to teach ribs that are stamped to the 
lower side of the bottom. 

Chatteron et al. teaches ribs that are stamped to the bottom of a pan in order to 
increase the strength (col. 1 , In 39-43). 

In view of Chatteron et al.'s teachings, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include, with the method as taught 
by Sollo and Zani, stamping ribs onto the lower side of the bottom in order to add extra 
strength to the cookware. 

Claim 4 recites: "A method according to claim 3, characterized in that the 
stamping of the reinforcing ribs is carried out in a position controlled manner." 

The combination of Sollo and Zani fails to teach stamping of the reinforcing ribs 
that is carried out in a position controlled manner. 

Chatteron et al. teaches ribs that are stamped to the bottom of a pan in order to 
increase the strength (col. 1 , In 39-43) but is silent to stamping in a position controlled 
manner. 

Though Chatteron et al. is silent to the specific manner, it follows from stamping 
ribs that the process must be position controlled in order to achieve the appropriate size 
and depth of ribs. Thus, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
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of the invention to include, with the method as detailed by Sollo and Zani, stamping ribs 
in a position controlled manner. 



Claim 25 recites: "The method of claim 24, further comprising stamping a plurality 
of reinforcing ribs into the lower side of the multi-part bottom." 

The combination of Sollo and Zani teaches a multi-part bottom (Sollo; Fig. 8, col. 
6, In 6-12) but fails to teach ribs that are stamped to the lower side of the bottom. 

Chatteron et al. teaches ribs that are stamped to the bottom of a pan in order to 
increase the strength (col. 1 , In 39-43). 

In view of Chatteron et al.'s teachings, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include, with the method as taught 
by Sollo and Zani, stamping ribs onto the lower side of the multi-part bottom in order to 
add extra strength to the cookware. 



Claim 26 recites: "The method of claim 25, wherein said stamping the plurality of 
reinforcing ribs is executed in a position controlled manner." 

The combination of Sollo and Zani fails to teach stamping the plurality of 
reinforcing ribs that is carried out in a position controlled manner. 

Chatteron et al. teaches ribs that are stamped to the bottom of a pan in order to 
increase the strength (col. 1 , In 39-43) but is silent to stamping in a position controlled 
manner. 
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Though Chatteron et al. is silent to the specific manner, it follows from stamping 
ribs that the process must be position controlled in order to achieve the appropriate size 
and depth of ribs. Thus, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to include, with the method as detailed by Sollo and Zani, stamping ribs 
in a position controlled manner. 

4. Claims 5, 7, 27, 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sollo (US 6,782,599) in view of Zani (US 4,204,607) as applied 
to claims 1 and 23 above and further in view of Chatteron et al. (US 6,149,053) and 
Bessenbach et al. (US 5,064,055). 

Claim 5 recites: "A method according to claim 1 , characterized in that a 
calibration of the bottom is carried out with simultaneous formation of the reinforcing 
ribs." 

Sollo teaches the calibration of the bottom via a bottom bulged inwards with 
respect to the lower side (convex bottom portion; col. 5, In 46-47). 

The teachings of Chatteron et al. have been discussed above. 

The combination of Sollo, Zani, and Chatterton et al. fails to teach the 
simultaneous formation of ribs and the calibrated bottom. 

Bessenbach et al. teaches the simultaneous attachment of a bottom disc, bottom 
plate, and the bottom of a stainless steel container (col. 3, In 1-7; claim 1). 

In view of Bessenbach et al.'s teachings, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include, as in the method taught by 
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Sollo, Zani, and Chatterton et al., the simultaneous formation of the reinforcing ribs and 
the calibrated bottom because combining the formation of these two steps would save 
time. 

Claim 7 recites: "A method according to claim 1 , characterized in that the 
connection of base body and bottom, on the one hand, and the calibration of the 
bottom, on the other hand, are carried out in one step of said method." 

Sollo teaches the calibration of the bottom via a bottom bulged inwards with 
respect to the lower side (convex bottom portion; col. 5, In 46-47) and the connection of 
base body and bottom (col. 6, In 5-12). 

The teachings of Chatteron et al. have been discussed above. 

The combination of Sollo, Zani, and Chatterton et al., however, fails to teach the 
step of simultaneously calibrating and connecting. 

Bessenbach et al. teaches the simultaneous attachment of a bottom disc, bottom 
plate, and the bottom of a stainless steel container (col. 3, In 1-7; claim 1). 

In view of Bessenbach et al.'s teachings, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include, as in the method taught by 
Sollo, Zani, and Chatterton et al., the connection of base body and bottom and the step 
of simultaneously calibrating and connecting. The connection of base body and bottom 
allows for a piece of cookware to be made with increased strength on the bottom and 
the simultaneous calibration and connecting step saves time in the overall process. 
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Claim 27 recites: "The method of claim 25, wherein said calibrating the multi-part 
bottom and said stamping the plurality of reinforcing ribs are executed simultaneously." 

Sollo teaches the calibration of the multi-part bottom via a bottom bulged inwards 
with respect to the lower side (convex bottom portion; col. 5, In 46-47). 

The teachings of Chatteron et al. have been discussed above. 

The combination of Sollo, Zani, and Chatterton et al., however, fails to teach the 
simultaneous formation of ribs and the calibrated bottom. 

Bessenbach et al. teaches the simultaneous attachment of a bottom disc, bottom 
plate, and the bottom of a stainless steel container (col. 3, In 1-7; claim 1). 

In view of Bessenbach et al.'s teachings, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include, as in the method taught by 
Sollo, Zani, and Chatterton et al., the simultaneous formation of the reinforcing ribs and 
the calibrated bottom because combining the formation of these two steps would save 
time. 

Claim 29 recites: "The method of claim 23, wherein said connecting and said 
calibrating are executed in one step." 

Sollo teaches the calibration of the bottom via a bottom bulged inwards with 
respect to the lower side (convex bottom portion; col. 5, In 46-47) and a connecting step 
(col. 6, In 5-12)., 

The teachings of Chatteron et al. have been discussed above. 
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The combination of Sollo, Zani, and Chatterton et al., however, fails to teach the 
step of simultaneously calibrating and connecting. 

Bessenbach et al. teaches the simultaneous attachment of a bottom disc, bottom 
plate, and the bottom of a stainless steel container (col. 3, In 1-7; claim 1). 

In view of Bessenbach et al.'s teachings, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include, as in the method taught by 
Sollo, Zani, and Chatterton et al., the connecting and calibrating step to be executed at 
once because the combination of these two steps would save time. 

5. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sollo 
(US 6,782,599) in view of Zani (US 4,204,607) as applied to claim 1 above, and 
further in view of Kim (US 2004/0226456 A1). 

Claim 6 recites: "A method according to claim 1 , characterized in that the base 
body and the bottom are welded or soldered to each other." 

Sollo and Zani fail to teach a method wherein the base body and bottom are 
welded or soldered to each other. 

Kim teaches a method of welding a main body with two separate bottom plates 
(Page 2, [0042], In 8-11). 

In view of Kim's teachings, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to include, as in the method outlined by Sollo and 
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Zani, the method of welding the base body and bottom together because welding is a 
well known method of joining metal parts together. 

6. Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sollo (US 6,782,599) in view of Zani (US 4,204,607) as applied to claim 23 above, 
and further in view of Kim (US 2004/0226456 A1) and Muller (US 5,881,635). 

Claim 28 recites: "The method of claim 23, further comprising one of a) welding 
the base body to the multi-part bottom and b) soldering the base body to the multi-part 
bottom." 

The teachings of Kim et al. have been discussed above. 
The combination of Sollo, Zani, and Kim, however, fails to teach soldering the 
base body to the multi-part bottom. 

Muller teaches the brazing of a multi-part bottom to a base body (col. 1 , In 28- 

31). 

In view of Muller's teachings, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to include, as in the method outlined by Sollo, Zani, 
and Kim, the method of brazing a multi-part bottom to a base body because brazing is a 
well known method of joining metal parts together. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to STEVEN HA whose telephone number is (571 )270- 
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5934. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 7:30 - 5 & 
Alternate Fridays 7:30 - 4. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jared Fureman can be reached on 571-272-2391 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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